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became	 vividly	 disputed.	 Thus,	 the	 reactions	 in	 the	 theological	 medium,	 and	
beyond,	in	both	academic	and	non‐academic	environments	“were	extremely	critical	














2	Gabriel‐Viorel	 Gârdan,	 “Dimensiunea	 ecumenică	 a	 educației	 teologice	 contemporane”	 [The	



















Therefore,	 in	 the	working	 session	of	 the	Holy	Synod	of	 the	Romanian	Orthodox	










the	 Holy	 and	 Great	 Synod	 of	 Crete,	 the	 mission	 of	 the	 Orthodox	 Church	 in	
the	contemporary	 world;	 the	 Orthodox	 Diaspora;	 the	 autonomy	 and	 its	
proclamation;	 The	Holy	 Sacrament	 of	 the	Wedding	 and	 its	 impediments;	 the	




that	 the	 Orthodox	 Church	 is	 the	 One,	 Holy,	 Catholic	 and	 Apostolic	 Church	 of	
Christ.	
3.	It	was	also	noted	that	the	texts	can	be	explained,	nuanced	or	developed	
by	 a	 future	Holy	 and	Great	 Synod	of	 the	Orthodox	Church.	Their	 explanation	
and	the	drafting	of	other	synodal	documents	on	various	themes	should	not	be	

















One	 of	 the	 consequences	 of	 the	 above‐mentioned	 rebellions	was	 the	
failure	to	acknowledge	the	authority	of	the	church	and	of	the	hierarch	of	 the	






his	metropolitan	 (canon	14)	 and,	 last	 but	 not	 least,	 the	 relationship	 between	 a	
metropolitan,	bishop,	priest,	deacon	and	the	patriarch	(canon	15).	The	canonical	




Therefore,	 the	 instances	 of	 indiscipline	were	 frequent	 in	 the	 past,	 as	
were	 the	 unjust	 charges	 brought	 against	 bishops.	 Often,	 some	 priests	 and	
those	around	them	(including	the	laity)	would	unjustly	accuse	their	bishops	of	
departing	 from	 the	 right	 faith	 and	not	 instilling	 justice,	 seeking	 to	break	 the	
communion	 with	 their	 bishop	 and	 to	 cease	 to	 commemorate	 his	 name	 as	
regulated	in	the	ordinances	of	church	worship.	All	these	eventually	would	lead	
to	 schism	 and	 the	 division	 of	 the	 Church	 of	 Christ.	 The	 apostolic	 Canon	 31	
punishes	the	schism	with	deposition	of	the	clergy	and	admonition	in	the	case	









name	 in	 the	 sacred	prayers	 of	 the	 liturgical	 services	 in	 accordance	with	 the	











office	and	shall	be	stripped	of	 every	prelatic	honour”8.	Therefore,	 this	 canon	
punishes	with	deposition	and	 loss	of	clerical	dignity	 the	priests	and	deacons	
who	dare	break	communion	and	not	commemorate	the	name	of	the	hierarch	in	
the	 holy	 ministries	 prior	 to	 judgment	 and	 publication	 of	 the	 final	 sentence	 of	
church	judges.	Such	person,	as	highlighted	in	the	canon,	“is	not	even	worthy	of	the	




upon	and	openly	renounce	all	 connection	with	 the	schismatics	and	decide	 to	
return	to	their	own	Bishop.”10.	









must	 be	 interpreted	 in	 the	wider	 context	 of	 the	 canonical	 obedience	 report.	 It	
stipulates	 that	 all	 the	 three	 canons	 (13‐15)	 ”have	been	 sealed	 and	ordained	 as	











consuetude,	 in	 the	 course	 of	 the	 divine	mystagogy	 (i.e.,	 liturgical	 celebration	 of	 the	 Eucharistic	
mystery),	the	holy	Council	has	decreed	that	he	shall	be	deposed	from	office,	if	merely	by	seceding	
from	his	own	Metropolitan	he	shall	create	a	schism.	For	everyone	ought	to	know	his	own	bounds,	
and	 neither	 ought	 a	 presbyter	 treat	 his	 own	 bishop	 scornfully	 or	 contemptuously,	 nor	 ought	 a	
bishop	to	 treat	his	own	Metropolitan	so”.	Nicodim	Milaş,	Canoanele	Bisericii	Ortodoxe,	însoţite	de	
comentarii.	II,	1.	Canoanele	sinoadelor	locale	[The	 Canons	 of	 the	Orthodox	 Church,	 together	with	
Comments.	 II,	 1.	 The	 Canons	 of	 the	 Local	 Synods],	 321.	 See	 also	Nicolae	V.	 Durǎ,	 “Le	 jugement	
synodal”,	 in	Constantin	Rus,	ed.,	The	Place	of	Canonical	Principles	in	the	Organization	and	Working	










commemoration	 of	 church	 services	 can	 be	 broken,	 but	 in	 an	 expressis	 verbis	










account	 the	 historical	 context	 of	 his	 Church,	 with	 condescension	 and	 strict	
observance	of	the	canonical	doctrine,	pointing	out	that,	in	interpreting	this	canon,	a	
priest	would	not	fall	under	the	incidence	of	the	canons	when	breaking	communion	
with	 the	 bishop	 of	 the	 place;	 this	 occurs	 only	 under	 strict	 conditions,	 namely	
when	that	bishop	teaches	something	different	from	the	teaching	of	the	Orthodox	
Church,	something	that	was	solemnly	condemned	by	the	Orthodox	Church	and	if	
he	 preaches	 it	 in	 public	 in	 the	 church,	 with	 the	 clear	 intent	 of	 destroying	 the	
teaching	of	the	Orthodox	Church	and	of	supporting	that	heresy14.		
It	is	worth	mentioning	that	one	of	the	fundamental	canonical	principles	of	
organizing	 the	 Orthodox	 Church	 is	 the	 principle	 of	 synodality,	 according	 to	
which	the	leadership	of	the	Church	is	exercised	collectively	and	not	 individually,	
therefore,	the	superior	governing	body	is	the	synod.	This	principle	has	effectively	










the	 teaching	 and	 canons	 of	 the	Orthodox	 Church	 and	 its	 historical	 tradition.	 (2)	 The	Romanian	
Orthodox	Church	is	administered	autonomously	through	its	own	representative	bodies,	made	up	
















glorified	 through	 the	 Lord	 in	 the	 Holy	 Spirit”16.	 This	 canon	 confirms	 the	
hierarchical‐synodal	 organization	 on	 the	 local	 level,	 even	 if	 it	 does	 not	 use	 the	





the	church	hierarchy	of	divine	 institution	(deacon,	priest,	bishop)	 imparts	 to	
church	life.	This	principle	applies	to	the	relations	between	the	divine	founders,	







other	 hand,	 practically,	 the	 deacon	 and	 the	 priest	 show	 their	 obedience	 to	 the	
bishop	 by	 commemorating	 his	 name	 in	 the	 divine	 service,	 praying	 for	 him.	 So	























They	 act	 on	 church	 causes	 and	 propose	 resolutions	 for	 the	 approval	 of	 that	
disciplinary	canonical	authority.	Their	deviations	and	sanctions,	the	procedure	for	







Romania	 and	 abroad,	 from	pre‐university	 and	university	 theological	 education,	




On	 the	 one	 hand,	 by	 the	 disapproving	 attitude	 and	 the	 disturbances	
created	by	some	clergy,	monks	and	laypersons,	two	of	the	fundamental	principles	
underlying	 this	 Regulation	 of	 the	 Canonical	 Disciplinary	 Authorities	 and	 the	












disobedience	 to	 authorities	 and	 is	 sanctioned	 with	 hierarchical	 reproof	 or	
deposition	from	clerical	ministry,	according	to	the	seriousness	of	the	deed”.	
Even	more	serious	is	the	schism,	a	dogmatic	(doctrinal)	deviation,	defined	
in	 The	Regulation	of	 the	Canonical	Disciplinary	Authorities	and	 the	Courts	of	 the	
















university	and	university	education	or	 for	 carrying	out	 any	activity	with	 the	
blessing	of	the	Church;	
c)	 in	 the	 case	 of	 the	 monks,	 with	 exclusion	 from	 monasticism	 and	
forbidding	them	to	wear	the	monk	vestments”18.		
On	the	other	hand,	“insult,	calumny,	defamation,	and	mischief	are	acts	
that	 interfere	with	 the	 good	 name	 of	 a	 person	 or	 being	 unfairly	 accused	 of	
committing	evil	deeds”19	are	sanctioned	as	follows:	
a)	 in	 the	 case	 of	 clergy,	 with	 hierarchical	 reproof,	 forbidding	 divine	
worship,	disciplinary	removal,	dismissal	 from	clerical	ministry	or	deposition,	
according	to	the	seriousness	of	the	act;		
b)	 in	 the	case	of	 the	 laity,	with	hierarchical	 reproof	or	withdrawal	of	
the	 distinctions	 granted	 by	 the	 Hierarch,	 with	 the	 fulfilment	 of	 a	 canon	 of	
fasting	 and	 repentance	 in	 a	monastery	 or	 a	 hermitage,	with	 the	 disciplinary	
removal	or	dismissal	for	church	chanters,	with	the	withdrawal	of	the	blessing	



























































necinstite	 fațǎ	de	orice	cleric,	 fațǎ	de	cǎpeteniile	şi	superiorii	Bisericii,	precum	şi	 fațǎ	de	corporațiile,	
instituțiile	şi	organele	bisericeşti”,	 in	Exercitarea	puterii	judecătoreşti	în	Biserică.	Abaterile	şi	delictele	
bisericeşti	 [The	 Exercise	 of	 Judicial	 Office	 in	 the	 Church.	 Church	Deviations	 and	Offenses]	 (Alba	
Iulia:	Reîntregirea	Publishing	House,	2014),	91‐96.	
21	Constantin	 Dron,	Valoarea	actualǎ	a	canoanelor	 [The	 Current	 Value	 of	 the	 Canons]	 (Tipografia	
Cǎrţilor	Bisericeşti,	1928),	178.		
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